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MEMORANDUM 
*

Appeal from the United States District Court
for the Western District of Washington

James L. Robart, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted September 11, 2006 **  

Before: PREGERSON, T.G. NELSON, and GRABER, Circuit Judges.

 Mark F. Broer appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment dismissing

his 28 U.S.C. § 2254 petition.  We have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2253,

and we affirm.  
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Broer’s § 2254 petition seeks to challenge the constitutionality of

Washington state statutes regarding the re-enfranchisement of convicted felons,

and specifically, the Indeterminate Sentence Review Board’s refusal to restore his

voting rights.  These claims are not cognizable in a habeas proceeding.  See 28

U.S.C. § 2254; Preiser v. Rodriguez, 411 U.S. 475, 484 (1973) (“essence of

habeas is attack by person in custody upon legality of that custody, and traditional

function of the writ is to secure release from illegal custody”).  Accordingly, the

district court properly dismissed Broer’s petition. 

AFFIRMED.
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